A.  Really. . . you can't always go by the
book . . .

MR. HILL:  Just tell me yes or no.
WITNESS:  Repeat the question.

Q.  If, according to the standard, the belt
had been put on within twenty-four hours of
the citation and it was within a hundred and
twenty-five feet, would there be a violation.

A.  I didn't make the belt.

BY THE COURT:  No, -he wants you to assume that
it was.  In other -words, what he's trying to
establish is whether or not this section would
apply in this case given the assertion that
. . . the argument that twenty-four hours
hadn't elapsed yet and, therefore, they
weren't required to have the belt sensors at
the places where Mr. Gerovac thought they
should be.

WITNESS:  Your Honor, it's hard to answer that
question yes or no.  There's always extenuat-
ing circumstances.

BY THE COURT:  All right, you can explain what-
ever ... go ahead and explain that.

A.  If the ... if I felt that there was a
danger with the beltline being back, with the
fire sensor line being a ... ah, more than a
hundred twenty-five outby . . . really, I
mean, I'm not meaning argumentative and I'm
not trying to be smart, but I wouldn't care
when the belt had been moved if I thought
there was a danger to a coal miner, I would
require the belt be ... the sensoring line
to be moved up if there was any . . . this is
a dust problem area and, like I previously
stated, . . .

Q.  Based on what has already been stipulated,
do you know of any problems in that area that
would have dictated that to be considered a
problem area to the point a citation would be
written beyond the standard of the law.
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